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4Ufil|^ Xfjf 4€lVl TfrltKI 
(*rfop«rftTO) 

( mia-hM t# nsrftfongra ) 

^T3?IW arf^JEHT 

M 27 2009 

1%W : 'Hi.'Mui. TJPf 3T®raT RFT % (nqllan ^ 3TI' ^llrfY 77? cH-*U 

^ ^ 3 wniqfa WiT ^537Tct I 

tf. 15/33/2008-ihftT^fl—TO 1995 $ TO?ftftfim tfufr 3TfvfTOT, 1975 VJ* RlRPQTO 

(TTfer ^TFg^rf "3R ’’R 4ted<M 3?TO 3#ftqRT 3TTTOR, Fipi Trg fRjfar) tw?, 1995 

(1^ Mic-kM tWT TOT TO t) ^ ^ ^ TfifTORT (f^F#‘ Tn f^ FT O TOT TO 

t) ^ f*RRF 25 ^i, 2005 SfftRJTO R 14/25/2003-^1^1 IRT TOF* ^frTR TO s*, 

■#? TO. TO. (f^ RTO TOT TO t) *JeT 3TTO ^5T 3 f^ffdd ^1^19^1^did 

(4)dl^) (fatf TOT TO t) ^ 3TOcT m fdTTTOcH* WTM ^JTO Wlti ^ fmrfw 

*ft I 

3?k TO: ?N 4 RRJ "97 (Vu*«t> 17 3 hckj«k, 2005 Rtal^JTO arffeRJTOT R. 91/2005 5 KI fi RTO<TO> 
MI*rM 7?JTO TORT TO *7T I 

2. f^nrrtfN toto 

R?T RM Glided TO q^HM 7RTt$TT 3T|c|<i if Ht ¥llfH<H fTORRTfa TOTO Rfa TO. TO ^ Tj^f ^ srsjqr TOT ^ 
Mf^TcT Hldl^i^Hr^ “(tMt^) m (M ^ ^f TO t) tl W*TZ ^ 

3#lfTO( ^ •3TcFfa U 390461 TOT^toH^L 39046100 ^WcT^ff^rf I TTIrI^'^ qr|fa< u l ~E^TO • ^ct r rH<» 

t 4 t YWlf^d ^5TO ^ ^ tR %st ^ TOR ^ ^RTOHt t I 

^ Mro 4’ f^TT *TRTI 14f^S'l ffe, ''nR^T TOT5T, 

^8?T f^xds ife I RRt fcl^KIMld dcMK ^ ^ T^STf TO t I <4dH«+0 Iq^Mdl^fy ^ ^ > ' RU| 

■g^Tcl: 9lTd4) TT^TT TRTPTfTO <i?il J il ^ y^4d f^TT ^TffiT ^ I ^ IrtRcTR 1? TRTRrfTO 3lf*«t|df 

TO TO fasp TO R^T JJU|f«|», ^-iTO^T, 3MddVl)ct, IsrfTOT Tff?RWt, TO T^fTO Ref dfdyRd R^T TO 

TOTO 3Pt^Rft -3^s fej^dl^ ^Rpf I 
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3RRR, cRT YT^DT ^lic5, 3WcH^tcT ( ftfch^l chR ^fcfch TR 

TrfMeT cTSTI oUNcb 5#cfcRft # vJ^^" feffR Tjwf ! 

v 

3. WEI ^3TRT 

tftR> (tf?f|ER) srf^TpRR, 1995 ^ dlRT ^TR R^r qr^T^tft Rrr A 
JrRiri^ ^ Hic^xieft rt£| ^ 3M^Tcfxn trr-rrr rr ^Fft^TT cjft 

3rt$rr vsiTcft t i fafe: ^nflr^t rr fcrmr t % rerM Rrr <£ Rm 23 ct^tt r$r 

#ET^ecf> £Rq> (RRfRR) 3#RRR, 1995 2TRT 9^(5) ^ RRRR c£ 3TcPt?f RRcT 
RRhfcft ^jccp cfft irt 3Tcrstt ^ wrRfa ^4tan c^rt ^rt #rt 1 r^cr rrrr 3TgmR 
c^rc^RT fcTO %^T, RR ^ ^ ^fR RR.RR. cfr t ^[ c£ smT ^ ^ 
f^RJTfrRT Rsf^ cRg RR eFTR R^ RTRhMt ^JcR> cR RSRTRR R^tefT cR 3TTR3RRRT R RETR 
^c! 1R ^ 'T£TtR R>t 3TR R ^<R 3TJcf'Jkrjcl {chill 1? I 

4. ?llftcH tm 

R^RH vFfTcT ^ RTfReT ^T #T. \SR. ER. £ | 

5. TPft$E #g 3RRR 

3TT^cR ^ RTR[ 1%ET t % Eftf^lfM 3 vdo^-fM rRcRe gR t f^Rcfr RTRE RFJ 

wM RETET <tft rRrt RxET 3Rf£R ^ RET t I 

cR?HR R ^ f%R EFT ^ Plilldl cf>t RTR RTf^R cfSTT arR Elf^H RRf cfc RRR 
ERE Rlf^R EET aiR RlfuR R>t RcRT 3 3REf£[E> t i STREET gET ERE E> 

RcfHR E¥T ^ ERcffE RRTRRt cpt ErIr ^RcT ^ f^TeT t f 3RT: WJ c^ Ecf'RR cRt 
Tech ^ mRc|^ yER- ^ ^JRh c^ f^gtfer RR ^ TT^frflR f^RT Wil 3E^R t I 3E^R ^ ^RT 
tcfRT 11% RRR Rf^R cRT 5rf% RfyR ^ Rt SIR ^ ^5ct wtt ^Rh ^ ^ ^ 
Rpft 3Rtf%?T I TR?J ^f 31R|c) Rt 5FTrf^R cfjR^ cfr feRJ 3RcRcR ^ RRTRRRR TJxRT 

RRR ^ t I 

6. flf^ill 

RFJ RTRT cF>t RTTORfRT R^cflcid Rf^TfrRt RT ^3eeRT RRcf gq 

3TT^h ^Rl ^cf ^ERT Rt £2IR ^ ^ g^ Pfe: RI 3R f^R % % RT^cR 

f^RRRcft ^ f^RR 23 c£ R2I Rf^T #RT^c^ ^h (^ft£R) 3ff^RR, 1995 c^\ qM 9(^>) 
^ 5W^R ^ STgTTR MRcifdd cRt HJR ^ ^ g^ f^TRh 25 Wlf, 2005 cf?t 
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*t. 14/25/2003-IRT v3TT§t StfcR W^T mR^ITO d^TT fclfg> 17 3RRjfiR,2005 
cfft #FTT^> srfSRjxFTT ^RT cPTR *FJ P»5M^leHc|» qre-iM cf>t ^ERcffSr ^Fft«TT ^TT 

^RrT t I ^ 3 f^TR? 25.07.2005 eft STfe^RT Rf. 14/25/2003-#jffaft cf> 

^^3Tt eft f^TT Mt I 

7. arafa 

cl^H'H WTFrfeT TftfaT ft qft^FTRf' 3Tft^ (ftftsnf) 1 3f^JR, 2007 % 30 
2008 (12 *TTS) t I cRITft ftcf ft?cfW 3 eft 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08 cf^TT 
WcT 3T^r ftt TTTRm fft^TT RTW i 

8. ^RT SR^Jd 3RRT 

M ft W fMdcf) d^fT ‘JTRcT 4 <Jd I d I >Hl ft vrf^r TRcpRf/ 

ftcfft&ft, % sTTeT 3TRM^r ^ Slftchdlft! tRH vjftR ftf ftftftcT t^f% x^ 

^T ft Rftt TFRT ^RT ftft% ^m-ftfaT ft ftcR f^f^rfciR^d cjft 5R^d cj?ftr %cj 3TeFT ft 
ferar RT 7?T t > 

fftf^ *nfftc*>rft 
vrre^fttf) rtf 

dlRlvrU Xft ^^71 x^fTcm 

^rvwi form, 

«5*RT ftO 240,IJcR, 

^ ftcrft - 110107 

3HT fttf ftaq«€i ftt RRT ft WTd 3RRT Rc|<H ftftftd q^fcT Tft ft*T ft ftft 
^fwfRsId ^RRT-ftftTT ft ft?R JRgcf 3R TT^RTT # I 

12. 555_^5[ 

RTJftQTT ft ftftftd fttf ^JtRT W ftftft 3Rjftg feiftsid ft ft^T RPJ ft 

ft W ^cRT ft *R ^ET ftftgrRT ft 5RPRR ft dT^sT ft ^TTcftRT fftfi (40 fftfi) 

^ fttcR ^Tg^r RRT xTTft^ I ftft fftffft 3Tftft ft ftf ^RT 5TTRT t 3RRT 3T^t 

ftp'll ^TRcT elefl # cfT mcHyltfl R^tden ^ 3T^8T7 OT^T ^[RT ^TcW d’sft ^ 3TRR 

^7 3M yfixf qR^lld ^ # OTT cfR f I 
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10 . *u4\hPi<*> cjtf 

6 ( 7 ) ^ stjtfr cptf ^ ferro tottor tot flrog' towr) tof to^h tttct ^ 

3Fflw4k TO TOoft ^Il4^pi0 TOTO CRT f^feRT TO RTOI t ! ^ cf^f f|cR^ TOTOR 
3TTcmcf> ^TOTT ^ TO TOtiT t 3TTOF ^cT 3Rrf£t <£ sftcR ^ TOTOI7 TOW ^ TOW 
3TSfcFT vjlixj Tt 3TTOrRTcR TOJT WeRTT |t eft 3Tff£)TOfr 3ET^ TOT WW cTTOf T> 3TTTO TO 3TTOt 
iTf^TO TOf TO 7TTOF f 3tk TOTOR efft TO %TOM TO TTTOt #, f^F# TO vjfef 

TOt# I 


3tr. TOtoh, Mtort 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 
INITIATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 27th February, 2009 
(Mid-term Review) 

Subject: Initiation of Mid-term Review regarding anti-dumping duty imposed on 
imports of Polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) originating in or exported 
from China PR. 

No. 15/33/2008-DGAD.— whereas having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as AD Rules) vide 
Notification Number 14/25/2003-DGAD dated 25th July, 2005, the Designated 
Authority (herein after referred to as the Authority) notified its final findings 
recommending definitive anti dumping duty on import of Polytetrafluoroethylene 
(PTFE) (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported from 
China PR (hereinafter referred to as subject country). 

And Whereas definitive anti dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods 
vide Customs Notification No.91/2005-Customs dated 17 th October, 2005. 

2. Product Under Consideration 

The product under consideration involved in the original investigation and also in 
the present review application is "Polytetrafluoroethylene” (PTFE) originating in 
or exported from China PR (also referred to as subject goods hereinafter). The 
subject goods are classified under subheading no 390461 under Customs tariff 
Act and at subheading no. 39046100. Customs classifications is indicative only 
and, in no way, binding on the scope of the proposed investigations. 

PTFE is produced in various grades like moulding grade, fine powder aqueous 
dispersions compound grades and filled grades. All grades are within the scope 
of the product under consideration. PTFE is primarily used in electrical, 
electronic, mechanical and chemical industries for their unique characteristics 
which are chemical inertness, electrical and thermal insulation, low coefficient of 
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dynamic friction and outstanding electrical properties over a wide frequency 
range. 


3. Initiation 

The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 and the AD Rules made there under 
require the Authority to review from time to time the need for continuance of anti 
dumping duty. The Designated Authority considers that the mid-term review of 
the anti dumping duty recommended would be appropriate at this stage under 
the provision of Rule 23 of AD Rules and Section 9A (5) of the Customs Tariff 
(Amendment) Act, 1995 as amended. In terms of the above provision, M/s 
Gujarat Fluorochemicals Ltd, Noida, U.P. on behalf of Dl filed an application 
substantiating the need for mid-term review of the anti dumping duty imposed on 
the subject goods originating in or exported from subject country. 

4. Countries involved 


The country involved in the present investigations is China PR. 

5. Grounds for Review 

The applicant has claimed that the circumstance have changed substantially 
requiring a review of anti dumping measures in force. 

The dumping margin and injury margin in respect of the expoits that are being 
made at present from China are substantially higher than the dumping margin 
and injury margin determined at the time of original investigation. Further, the 
present form of measure is not providing adequate relief to thetndian Producers. 
Therefore, the form of measure is required to be modified from variable form to 
fixed form of duty. The applicant claims that the anti dumping duty is required to 
be enhanced to account for the increase in the dumping margin and injury 
margin. The applicant have submitted positive information substantiating their 
claims in this regard. 


6. Procedure 

Having regard to the information provided by the applicant indicating changed 
circumstances necessitating a review of the measure in force, the Designated 
authority now considers that a mid-term review of the final findings notified vide 
No. 14/25/2003-DGAD dated 25th July, 2005 and the Definitive anti dumping 
duty imposed by Customs Notification dated 17 th October, 2005 is appropriate in 
view of the changed circumstances, in terms of the provision of Section 9(A) of 
Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. The review 
covers all aspects of Notification No. 14/25/2003-DGAD dated 25.07.2005. 


7. Period of Investigation 

The Period of Investigation (POI) for the purpose of the present mid-term review 
is 1st October 2007 to 30 th September 2008 (12 months). However, injury 
analysis shall cover the years 2005-06,2006-07,2007-08 & POI. 





The exporters in subject country, their government through their Embassy in 
India/representatives, the importers and users in India known to be concerned 
and the domestic industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant 
information in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to 
the: 


The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping & Allied Duties, 

Ministry of Commerce & Industry, 

Department of Commerce 
Room No.240, 

Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110107. 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out 
below: 

9. Time Limit 


Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should 
be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above 
not later than forty days (40 days) from the date of letter of this review 
notification. If no information is received within the prescribed time limit or the 
information received is incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its 
findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the AD 
Rules. 


10. Inspection of Public File 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing 
non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. In 
case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts 
available to it and make such recommendations to the Central Governments as 
deemed fit. 


R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 










